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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/613,770 


Applicant(s) 
MCNULTY ETAL 


Examiner 

Andrea M. Valenti 


Art Unit 

3643 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Andrea M. Valenti . (3) . 

(2) Glenn Webb . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 10 September 2007 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 

Identification of prior art discussed: German Patent DE 20001566 to Lanz . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)ED N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant argued that element #2 of Lanz does not perform a capillary function, it is 
not permeable and the water travels on top of the Lanz's mat (Lanz English translation page 5). However, examiner 
pointed out that Lanz element #3 functions as a capillary mat and satisfies the limitations of the independent claim. 
Even though Lanz #3 is needle-hole substitution with a woven fabric would have been obvious to one ofordianrv skill 
in the art. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070910 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 71 3.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of ReroM 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every Instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an O¥amiflor « , 4 

warran^favo^a^ 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to vvhTch theret dfcagl SSt %SEl ^ N ° atten,i ° n "" be ,0 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written ,^„ rrf m «. ™ r •« ^ 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. exc,usive| y 011 tne written record in the Office if that record is itself 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substanre or an lore™*... , ..• . 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's r4o^bilfty to thatch ^Z fZZZ J*^ " th ! a PP lication «<>. ""'ess 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. ponsioimy 10 see tnat such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter o,c..>»» 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. DiscusstonsTega rt^to ^iTS^J™ ?T ? i f° USSed durin£ > ,he 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in S^Sn^SS^^f^ S °' ely t0 restriction 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like arVexcluded I from rhe^teol!, * xam,n,n 9 Procedure, or pointing 
substance of an interview fe comp,ete, rec^d in an Examiners ^ 

"Contents™^ "J *• *£ hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

conclusion of the interview. In thecase of ■ Mt|E!^ SlSfS? ( " fT" " 39en,) * the 

either with or prior to the next official communication. If addition^ce^^ h * ^ff^* corres P onde " c e address 

crcumstances dfctate. the Form should be mailed promptly after the « if ° ,her • 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- . An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

. not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary a »™able). Note. Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

shouKbeno^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

. 4) SES^^ ° f 3 — -™ • — these are already described on the 

5) a bnefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

examiner can be understood in the context of the application file O ^course the ^^1^ made t0 the 

describe those arguments which he or she feels were oTmight be perSve ta iXSEX d8S,re l ° em P hasi « and fully 

6) a general Indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and perSUasive to the **™'™) 

?) iSSSEZ 9eneral reSUltS " ° UtCOme ° f ^ in,erVi6W ' Un,6SS 3lready deSCribed m the W"— Summary Form completed by 
accurat,, E heTx~^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statementai^^^ 

paper recording the substance of the interview P ' 3Ce ,he ind,Catl0n - " lnterview Record «C on the 



